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8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 22 May 2001 is/are: b)M accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) n Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Drafts person's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement{s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 10182005 



Application/Control Number: 09/856,393 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2654 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to ttie claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 7, and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: In 
claim 1 , each occurrence of "the selected" has antecedent issues. In claim 3, "the 
selected" has antecedent issues. Claims 7 and 9 have the same issues. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 3-7, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Rtischev et al.(Rtischev, US 5,634,086). 

As per claims 1 and 7, Rtischev teaches a pronunciation judgment system 
comprising (C.5.lines 50, 51). 

a database for storing reference pronunciation data (C.7. lines 9, 10-his 
preselected script) of a sentence (ibid-hls script as the sentence) of the same language 
(C.3.lines 25-28), and corresponding to a plurality of pronunciation fluency levels for the 
sentence (C.7.lines 6-25, his preselected script in correspondence with speech 
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patterns, and pause indicators and exercise strictness level, interpreted as the 
pronunciation fluency levels for the sentence, wherein C.7.lines 14-21, his pause 
threshold, indicates a pronunciation fluency level of the preselected sentence, C.6.line 
46-his tracking nneans affirming pronunciation level, CJ.Iines 6, 7, his tracking process); 

and a user operative member for selecting one of said plurality of pronunciation, 
fluency levels (C.Z.Iines 45-49-his pause indicator threshold, and his adjusting by the 
user and function of level of strictness) 

reference voice playback means for outputting a reference voice based on said 
reference pronunciation data of the sentence and corresponding to the selected 
pronunciation fluency level (see- ibid for selection, C.6.lines 45-53-his "No, the sentence 
is S(i). Please read from P(i)."...as the output, the output of the sentence interpreted as 
the reference voice playback, see also, C.5.lines 31-46his training script to a plurality of 
persons. ..indexed. ..and built network of speech models for preselected script). 

similarity determination means for comparing a user pronunciation data input in 
correspondence to said reference voice and said reference pronunciation data 
corresponding to the selected pronunciation fluency level (C,6.lines 45, 46-his correctly 
as the similarity means..., his tracking operation-as explained above... also Fig. 4A1- 
step K-his pause and good words-indicates pronunciation fluency as explained above); 
and 

means for informing a user of a result of a determination made by said similarity 
determination means (C.6.lines 36-41 -his "okay"). 
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As per claims 3 and 9, Rtischev further teaches said reference voice playback 
means outputs the reference voice based on said reference pronunciation data of the 
sentence and corresponding to the selected pronunciation fluency level until said 
similarity determination means detects agreement of both data (see claim 1 as 
pertaining to pronunciation level and reference discussion, C.6.lines 45-53-his "word not 
correctly"... "no the sentence is...", and "try again"). 

As per claims 4 and 10, claim 4 sets forth similar limitations of claims 1 and 3, 
(see claim 1 , wherein the script as discussed in claim 1 is now interpreted to include a 
"plurality of sentences"), and is thus rejected for the same reasons and under the same 
rationale. Rtischev further teaches, said reference voice playback means includes a 
second user operative member for selecting one of the sentences and outputs the 
reference voice based on said reference pronunciation data of the selected sentence 
and corresponding to the selected pronunciation fluency level, until said similarity 
determination means detects agreement of both data (see claim 3 discussion, on 
similarity discussion as it is within the scope of the present claim, C.7.line 46-his 
variably adjusted... position in text... done by the user, interpreted as second user 
operative member for selecting one of the sentences, wherein the position in the text is 
interpreted to be the sentence, allowing the user to select "one of the sentences"...). 

As per claims 5 and 1 1 , Rtischev further teaches means for displaying the 
sentence corresponding to the reference pronunciation data (C.4.lines 47, 48-his visual 
monitor, C.3, lines 4-6, see claim 1 for discussion of reference pronunciation data). 
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As per claims 6 and 12, Rtischev further teaches said informing means 
comprises means for displaying an agreement indicator indicating that the similarity 
determination means detects the agreement of both data (C.6.lines 39-41 -his visual 
positive rejoinder, "okay"). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 13 and 14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rtischev. 

As per claims 13 and 14, Rtischev teaches claim 4 and further teaches means for 
displaying some sentences (see script/sentences discussion in claim 4) and wherein 
said informing means comprises means for displaying an agreement indicator indicating 
that the similarity determination means detects the agreement of both data (see claim 3 
discussion, on similarity discussion as it is within the scope of the present claim, C.7.line 
46-his variably adjusted... position in text... done by the user, interpreted as selecting 
one of the sentences, wherein the position in the text is interpreted to be the sentence, 
allowing the user to select "one of the sentences"... ), but lacks explicitly: 

a selection indicator adjacent to the selected sentence. However, the Examiner 
takes official notice a selection indicator adjacent to the selected item was well known in 
the art at the time of the invention (ie blank bulleted indicators next to items to be 
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selected, wherein upon selection, the bullets are filled in, indicating selection of that 
itenn. which could be a word, sentence phrase, etc.). Therefore, at the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to modify Rtischev with the selection indicator for 
his script (sentence). The motivation for doing so would have been to visually indicate 
what sentence that is being selected. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lament M. Spooner whose telephone number is 
571/272-7613. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571/272-7602, The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access -to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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